THE HIGHER COURTS.

Decisions Rendered at the Pres-
ent Austin Sitting.

THE COMMISSION OF APPEALS.

{he Court of Appeals—Hon. Jolin P. White,
presiding Judge; J. M. Huort zod W. L.
Daviideon, Associate Judges;

1*. Walton. Clerk.

Coart of Apponils.

Hlenry Epsom vs, the State; from Hiil
gurglery. 1. Appeilant was found in pos-
wasion of a pistol identified as proceeds of
& wlary. the pisiol being left with one
Jds st i saloon. The appeliant sought
wve by the witness Fields, who had al-
v teanified 10 facts above set forth, that
e Joft the pistol with witness he

hims to deliver it to Ed Coley after he
became sober, providing the latler

o wl Tor it and ulso that he never claimed
vaership over sald pistol or exercised any

t ol ownerahiip over the pistol. Held: In
of the fuet that appellant proved that
«d the piTtol on ihe platform
ahid @ it pirked it up and went off 1o-

ards town apd left it ut the saloon, wao

Kl the eourt arred in refusing to admit
inuny sought to be introduced by
The stute showed the act of
the pistol ot the saloon and the evi-
e wis explunatory of that act. Re-

t and remanded. Davidson, J.
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4304 v murder. 1. The state wus prop-
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u t much of iurdshel]
olging tho blade of his k
. » shown that the fi
silted party were the «

Hurdshell Baptist chureh in the neigh-
tanded to show malice and
& 2 The court in stating
y stated it to be *‘not less thau
» than seven years,”' leaving out

«wund Cror between the rds **two
Wil more.” Held: The verdict was for
wi years, and we do nov think the jury

o been misldd, The o tad word
vas easily supplied fro the ooni-
“Saoerror, Afticmed.  Davidson, J.
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»of the voarte . The
nprts 1 convictinn A ppel-
3 empts to explain w L obtained

¢ of the proporty {ound in his possges-

o no place expinins. or aticmpts
do s, where he obtained the bed or
¥ n his pos=esgion No
but the evidence is con-
nt ting with others,

rnmuny, A

1L, Ha

tate: fromn Hopkins.
4 former duy

ismissed because no fioul
by tiie record. It is
led copy that the record

that there was a fnal

1088 before the grand jury
at u time and place speci
one Gilbert sud ous
wat e knew some of the per-
who striek said Henry Chuse In Hop-
gunty, Tex., on the night of the 24th
sy of Decemiber, IRNL Other
Wtloms were o 1 in the @
Held: A Qon |
be sustuined where there is noother ev.
teuee except procl of  the ing of the
2th the giving of the evidence upon which
ey is assigned, followed by proof that
« nther times the prisoner, when not under
sth. made statements, the legal effect of
leh was to contradicot his statements un-
¢ path Brooks va, State ; declded pres-
uttarm | T i does not set
oul matter wi
vant for perii
support the
wiszed. White, P. J.

Avchile Washington vs. the State;

state 1o

CSSe

rial on an assign-
.and the evidence does not
Reversed and dis-

from

Jrange. Murder in first degree with life
penalty. 1. The overrullng of an ap-

plication for continuance will not be con-
ridered in the absence of a bill of exvep-
tions saved to the ruling. 2 The court
‘ailed to define in his charge the meaning
f the terms “‘malice” apd *“malice afore-
hought This cor tes reversible er-
por. (97 App., 200; 28 App., 14T; 13 S.W.
Hep.. 0 Reversed and remanded
White, P. J,
Bill Ainsworth vs. the State;
Crinity. Murder in sevond degree. L.
ourt erred In overruling the application
for continnance for want of the wstimony
of Martha Rease. There was a question us
to the identity of the mun who did the
shooting and 11 was proposed to be proved
by the witness that she foliowed the man
who did the shooting =ome distince under
the impression that lie had shot her orother
and for the purpose of identifying him. On
a former trial when o jury beard this
woman testify there was a mistrial. Ap-
pellant should have the benefit of ey testi-
mouy. 2 A chargeof the court in a trisl
for murder which omits to define ‘mualice’
and “mallce sforsthought.'” essential ele-
ments of murder, 5 erroneous. and such
crror is not cured by a definition of oxpress
and imohied malice. [28 App,, 13797 App.,

from

The

| sauity the

| comanit murder,
| roxication tl

| the deputy

1 nowe

200: i2 8. 'W. Rep.. Reversed and re-

3
manded. White, . J.

Miltou Mays vs. the State; from Robert-
son. Munder in second degree. 1. The
ootrt did not err in refusing requested io-
structions. The charge as given was lib-
crol toward appellant, Thare was no self-
defense in the case, yet the court gave ap-
pellant the beuefit of the defense, and of
manslaughter. 2. There was no abandon-
ment of the confliet on the part of appel-
lnut, but on the contrary, after the firsi dif-
ficulty he armped and secrcted himself
where deceased was 1o pass along, and as
he did so, appellant renewed the difficulty,
and shot and killed deceased as he walked
away, attempliog also to fire at the party
who was with deccased. 4. I+ was not er-
ror to exclude the testimony thal deceased
kad formerly cui another party with a
knife. Afirmed. Per curiam.

Simon Ingram vs. the State; from Gray-
son. Rape, with ninety-nine years con-
fivement. 1. Two issues were preselted
by the testimony, an alibl and the Identity
of defendant. Upon the first issue the evi-
denve was directly conflioting. This being
true and the avidence supporti the tor-
diet, we can not disturb the jgﬁmﬂﬂt on
ihat ground. The evidence was also con-
flicting on the other issue, The charge pre-
sented the law of the case. No reversible
error. Affirmed. Percuriam.

Guadaloupe Lerma vs. the State; from
Brewster. Cattle theft. 1. The charge on
circumstantial evidence was snfficient, 1f
a more olaborate charge on that question
wis desired it should have been requested.
2 The court's charge on the question of
taking as cmbraced in the crime of theft
wis sufficient. 3 The ownership of the
}-I".Tlpt‘l". ¥ was sufficiently proven to be in

atterson, the foreman of the Hereford
cattle company, Ie had exclusive care,

control, ele., of the cattle, aud testified that
the brand and mark of the stolen cattle
were those of the company.
ohjection to this muanner of proving
brand,

There was no
the
Motion [or new trial properly re-
Evidence sufficient. Afirmed. Per

urin Liero vs. the State; from Brew-
Catile theft. 1. Companion case to
The questions iu
suve in this

ster,
Lerma vs, State, whove.
the iwo cases are the same,
ciase the speech of the district atiormey was

objected to. The remarks of counsel for
the state were proper, being called forth by
remarks of connsel for appellant. The
argument of the district attorney was
donbils led for by the faets in the case.
Afirmmi, Per curiam.

Joe Kay vs, the State: from Fannin.
Theft of property over £0. 1. Application
for continuance properly overruled. Two
of the witnesses were present and were not
placed on the stynd, and the evidence of the
othiers was not probably true. 2 Jv was
diseretionary withe the court to permit the
recull of the witness Entill before the argu-
1 closesl to prove want of consent,
theft of the poods was proven by
the ronfessions of the purtics in the pres-
ence of appelinnts, and they stated they had
beon induced 1o steal by him. They also
pleaded guilty. The property was found at
appellant’s house and in his pessession, and
part of the goods wore in his munual posses-
slon when arrested. 4. The questionof res-
sonnble explanatinog of recently stolen prop-
Undor 1he facts it

eriy was not in the chse.

would have been error 1o have hinged ap-
poellant’s gullt on such an issue.  Afhvmed.
PPer euriun _—

artinez vs. the State: from Frio.
ier in the second degree with Bty
cconfinement in the penitontinry. L
= court did not erre in refusing to quash
specinl veni 2. The cotirt gave a
. clear und explicit charpe ou the law

"

! umstancial evidence, ul hence is
not ermr 1o refuse instructions on that is-
s, 8, The evidence showsd a murder
that heavier

Id have justified 4 nuch

vunishment. Thera s nn ervor, Af-
firnuyd.  Per curiam.

Jim Widdows vs, State:  from

Assault to munder. 1. On the

the court v
e Aras no evide
The evidence shos

'Ilhl'
(el gssanli.
P formed and planned detcrmination

sprecific,

On the defanse of in-
oourt gave o much more fi-
* 1o appellant than was re-
d nnder the statute. 4, The fact thut
in chiarge of the jury wuas o
nephew of the injured party is explained by
the ¢ourt, and no mju is ghown by appei-

Whiie nee Is Circumstan-
is quite sufil L to sustain the vor-

. A vepdict arrived at by the jury by
yins of illegul methods, which verdict
a5 subsequent!y al iooned and 4 verdict
reached in s legal woanner, d not preju-
dice gppellant. Afirmed. Percuoriun,

Aifeodd Dalirn 7=, the State = Teom Lnnar,
Forgery, 1. Thoi ment was altered
firom 1 v for ooe dollar
to one calling for thrse dollars.  The appet-
estitied in substance thay it was not
redd whien it came luto his hands, He
il thar he could write, but wii-
nesses tastify that he could write and that
v had seen bim write, The facts are
circumstantial but exclude the idea of in-
nee chaow beyvond 4 reasonable
doubt appellant committed forgery. The
fargery could not have occurred except at
the connivanes and with consent and parti-
s oriminis of defendant with the party
ing the instrument. Afirmed. Per

ot

. |
dni

Elev va, the State: f'rom Jones, Bur-
. of tho court full and
fuir and favorable to appellant. 2 Evidence
supports conviction. Appellant was found
in possession of i gun, comb and seissors
stolen fvomn the burglurized premises, He
v an explanation of Lis possess<ion of the
wun, but not us 1o other articles, Afirmed.
Per curinn.

Frank Chester vs. the Stale: from Hop-
kins. Theft of cattle. 1. Special chirges
asleed and refused, in so fur us they are the
lnw, were given by the court in the general
. The charge s given presented
w appiicable to the facts adduced.
No reversible errer. Aftirmed. Per cur-
inm. -

Christoval Marmques vs. the State: from
El Paso. Ou motion 1o dismiss appeal. 1.
A ppellant was charged with ageravated as-
suitit and convicted of simple assault. The
recognizance recites that he wis convicted
of ageravated assault. Held: The appeal
mitst be dismissed. Soonmdered. Per cur-
fam. _

C. D. T. Newsom vs. the State; from
Jones, Aggravated assault. 1. The infor-
mation is a valid one and the facts are suf-
fivient to sustain the conviction. No re-
versible error.  Affirmed. Per curiam

Commission of Appeals.
SECTION A

Hon. Edwin Hobby, . J.: W. E.

and . P. Marr. Associ

Morse, Cleric

T a C. Jumes et nl. vs. Manraret C.
James et al.: from Grayson. Suit by ap-
pellees 10 recover certiin property aileged
to be theirs, 1. The eourt did not err in ox-
cluding the evidence of Virginia James to
the effect that George Jawes, deceased,
had placed certain bank shisres in her hands
and said he wanted her and the children 1o
have themn. Such lestimony was admissible
neither for her uor her co-defendunts, [R.
S.. 245f] No by-law of the bank was in
evidence to show that such & delivery would
pass ownership 10 the siock. 3 The doe-
irine in our state is that in the absence of
anything showing that & different construe-
tion f= to be given it, 4 foreign Judgment is
held to have the sume legal effect as if ren.
dered here. |50 Tex.. 561.] A, Tt is wani-
fest that from the judgment. verdict of the
jury und deeree of the supreme court of the
Chickasaw Navion, the wvalidily of the
nuncupative will of Gearge James onnd
Love's nppointment as administrptor were
the gnly issues involvesd in the suit in the
Chickasaw Nation. On these points @he
will was res adjudicats. 4 In the absence
of proof of the laws of the Chickasaw Na-
tion, the courts of this state wil!
they ara the same 13 in Texas
L | The evidenve supporis the vendic
Affirmmadt.  Hobby, P. ..

Cliv of T

Collard

ate Judges; O. S,

San Antonie va Sgllie Regyal
L Japunry I, 1855, appelian

fi'u::-ﬂ}’h
thirofigh the miarket mastor, leased appelise

stall iz the eity market. Appellee
possessior uotil March, when she w
nutated fn

Sxtures,

for one year. and punctually paii the vent.
The jury gave a verdiot ju favor of appeilaa
for §%00. Held: If the venting of the stall
was not in strict compllunce with the city
ordinauce, still appellee was nob a tres-
passer. There wias 1o error in rfendering
judgment for $500 for appellee, and also for
the property. Evideace of loss of profits
amonnted 1o more then this., Affirmed.
Hobby, P. 1.

Western Union Telegraph Company vs.
J. R. Stevens: from Cooke. 1. t."tll Tpea
had cattle near Mendota, Indian Territory,
iu charge of an agent. He had instructed
the agent 10 shiL[a 10 Chicago by a given
wc. Before suid date the price of cattie

-ime very depreciated, and appellee sent
his agent & telegram epuntermanding his
former orders and telling him nof to ship
on account of low prices. This telegram
was never delivered, and the ageut sent the
cattle to Chicago, where on account of the
low market appelice sustained a loss of |
$4.50 per bead. 1t was shown that prices |
were no bettor during the year. Held: |
Appellant is responsible for the damage in- |
curred by appellee. The loss was caased |
through negligence of appellant. There is |
no error, Affirmed. Hobby, P, J.

W. A. Stewart et al. vs, Owen Morrison
et al.; from La Salle. Sauit by appellees on
administrator’s bond. 1. When the probate

HIGE-ARMIMPROVED
v SEWING MACHINES

FortWérth, Texas, ' .m}_
t. One-Half Pricel

-

High-Arm Singer, the Finest and Best Made Ma-
chine of the Singer Pattern in the Market.

court has passed ail tha orders that can be
made in that court, upon the subject of the
administrator’s final liability to the heirs,
and orders the amaunt found to be due (g
be paid to them, no other judgment cogs
required of that court. The dutyof the
administrator is plain; he must pay the
heirs as directed by the judgmeni, and if he
refuses to do so on demand, he violates his
trust and becomes linble on his bond. The
suit was properly brought on the bond in
the district court. [R. S, 2040,] < The
sirit was properly brought in the county of
the residence of the surcties on the bond.
Aftirmed. Collard, J.

S. H. Abernethy vs. Mary A. Stone; from
Fails, 1. When a certificate is conveyed
before it is locuted and the land is pat-
ented in the name ef the grantes of the
certificate, it would seem that the assignee
outains only the equitable title inthe land
by virtue of the transfer, and the legal
title, though inferior 1o the equitable title
of the assignee, 1ests in the grantee by rea-
son of the location and patent from the
stite to him, [62 Tex. 368 : 50 Tex, 174; 71
Tex.. 5l.] Appellant’s demand was stale.
Affirmed. Marr, J.

TELEPHO

P. 5.—Orders for BEER and IOE in earloads or less qruantity prompily artended Lo.

Manufactured for the Gazette!

-

SPATENBRAU,
STANDARD.

Special Brews,

{OFFICE............No. 254 |
| BEER & ICE Vault..No. 326 |

Missouri Paecific Railway vs. J. M. Cul-
lars: from Grayson. Suit by appelleeto |
recover for various articles alleged to have |
been burned by appellant on bis place in the |
Indian Territory. 1. The Indian, Blook, |
having transferred his interest in the prop- |
erty burned to appellee, the latter was en- |
titled to sue and recover therefor. 2. It
must now be regarded as the sottled Iaw of
this state in harmony with the rule of the
common luw that an aotion or remedy for
injuries done to lund sitpated beyond the
tervitorial limits of this state, and when no
part of the aot resultingin the injury was
committed or performed within the stato,
is purely local and can not be maintained in
any court of this state, but the enforee-
ment of the remedy Th such cases must be
had within the Jurisdiction where the land
is situated. [78 Tex.. 171 The court be-
low shouid have submitted to the fory for
their determination the question as to
whether the buildings destroved were o
purt of the renl estate. 4. As to whether

ou

the buildings destroyed were o part of the
realty wus n mixed question of law and
fact and should have been presente

the jur,

for determination. 4. The Ind
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Democrat Pub. Co., Fort Worth, Tex.:

delighted with it
isfaction.
Respectfully,

Fort Worth Gazette:

paving $50 for.

Democrat Pub. Co., Fort Worth, Tex.: .
GENTLEMEN—I received the High-Arm premium sewinges

MACHINE TESTIMONIALS,

DELIGHTED WITH IT.

Trria, Tex., May 11, 1891

GENTS—I have one of your High-Arm premiom sewing machines. My wife
It is neat. well finished, lizht rupning, and gives entir !
I like it betier than anything [ have had offered at from $35 to $45,
F. PAULKNER.

AS GOOD AS ANY $50 MACHINE.
DEKALB, TEX., May 10, 1891
I received your High-Arm premium sewing muchine. We have tried it thor- |
1ghiy, and find it first class, It is as 2ood u machine as the peonle have been | 4 _ 5 3
There is no humbug about it. Respecifully, J. D. O. RRaR | = AT Sesa Y

| with egch of thase machines we furnish I rufiler. 1 tucker, 1 set hemmers, 1 foot hem
M mor, 1 serew drivar, 1 oil can and ofl, T gauge, | gaugs thumb sorsw, 1 extra throat plata
e 1 extrs checlk spring, 1 paper needies, 6 bobbins and 1 instruction book These articied
dre all included fp the price nay

SATISFIED AFTER THOROUGH TEST.
JOsSHTIA, JOHNSON CO.,

Tex., May 10

¢ rieht he may Bave had in the | Order. My wife has given it a thorough test: sk evoryvthing rep- i
property destroyed. (70 Tud,, 250 1Wash, | resented, and is well pleased with it. | will sqy 4 1t want® a good machine, | n
(Ter.) 325.| 5. Evidence for appelles as to | subscribe for the Weekly GAZETTE and goiel niim  muchine,  The paper is | e ew al H rea m rO ve
the origin of the fire showed that one wit- just splendid. Yours respectfully 1 W. P. FLACK.
ness, threce hours afier the fire began, : . e |
traced the fire to its starting point, same I y =
% on the right of wav of appellant about AT IS CLAIMED FOR IT. |

fifteon feet from the track., On the other
hand, appellant peoved that the engines
passing at the time of the fire had the most
approved appliinees o prevent the escapa
of ftire, that same were in good working
order, and that at the point where it v

claimed the fire originated wus a down
grade and that the eneines run of 1}
own momentum and thar they couli
emit sparks under such circumstances,

|

Democrat P

truly

G Box 65, VERNON, Tex., Murch 23, 1381
iy Co,, Fort Worth, Tex.;

—The No. 4, Hich-Arm premiuin sewing machine was received |
&, and my wife find= it to be all vou claim for i#, and is guite satistied |
t is equal 10 any other machine of twice the price von ask for this one. |
e cuase, oo, is exceedingly handsome and very well finished. [ am yours |
|
I

| Bear in Mind that These Machines are Thoroughly
Made and of First-Class Workmanship.

$61 FOR ONLY $24!

K. I MOURANT.

AS NEAR PERFECTION AS POSSIBLE.

Held: The evidence is not suffcient to B FraroNia, Tex., May 13, 1801
support the verdict. Reversed and ve- | The Gazette, Fort Worth, Tex.: AL e AT
monded. Marr. J. 3 . N : : - l'r DII SZ
Bt o= The machine received in good order and is pronounced a jewel by mysell and $ 0 FOR O $33 I
A. §. Gazley and wife v, M. D. Hevri neighbors. Tt is as near perfection as it is possible for anything to be. In fact
Tt Pt REAT Mo LEINg | only one fault could be found, and that is the thread post is too shorf. Yours

et al.; from MeLennan. Tresposs to try
title. 1. The ouly question in this case is
as to whether the convevance held by ap- |
peliant to the land in controversy is an ab-
solute deed or only a mortgage. The evi-
dence shows that appellees repeatedly ve-
fused to nke a mortgage on the ground
that it would not be worth the paper it
was written on, because the land twas
homestead property. The deed is absoluta
on its face. It was conveyed to appellees
in full settlement of a fee owing them by
Gazley for defending him in a crimmgdl
suit. By the expoution and delivery of
the decd, the relation of debtor and ored-
itor was filually terminated between the

respectfully.,

To the Fort Worth Gazette:
GENTLEMEN—The High-Arm sewing machine is all you claim for it.
first elass in every respect,
day 1 received it.
Truly yours,

To the Gazetie:
SIR—My machine arrived in due time and is all or more than you recom

MRS. A. HANOVER.

FIRST CLASS ¥ ALL RESPECTS.

! To every mail subscriber of THESUSPAT GazZETTE we will senc
rrLis, TEX., May 5, 1891 I
|

OUR OFFER:
L]
to every muil subseriber of the Daily GGazETTE we will send the High-Arm lmproved
Singer and paper one year for $33; or, Daily six months and the machine for $35 50—pun
chasers pay freight. Weekly GAzETTE one year and machine §24.
Every machine warranted for five years. Address all orders and remittancas ta

GAZETTE. Fort Worth. Texas.

the High-Armm boproved Singer and paper one year for §35, aud

Itis

] It is as good as one my son paid $37 for on the same

No one can be dissatisficd with it at the price paid for it
J. A, SCOTT.

WELL PLEASED WITH IT.
TorLosa, Kavryax County, TEX., April 20, 1881 |

arties.  While the evidence is couflicting . - : % A !
E[ sustains the ﬁlndin.; thi:;t the :]:jgdht.:l-j-,t mended. My wife is well plensed with the work that it does. Your | $20 70325 CAN BE SAVED. . ;
pellees as made by appeliants to appelleey | Tespectiully G. M. PITTMAN. HOWE, TEX.; Muyt 1=, 1591

was a deed absolute. Affirmed. NMapr. J,

J. H. Fleming et al. vs. Elizabeth Gib-
onev; from Huskell, Trespass try title
by appellee. 1. A certificate was issued in
the namoe of John Gibney. The name of
the grantee who actually received the cer- =
tificate was John Giboney, Held: +Gibner | Y€
and “Gibouey” aredidem sonans. 2. The

The Democrat Pub. Co., Fort Worth. Tex.:
SIRS—I received the High-Arm premiom sewing machine in due time and am
.. | well pleased with it. It does excelient work, and is a novelty of cheapness

Democrat Publishing Company, Fort Worth, Tex.:
DEAR SIR—In answer to yours of recont date in regard to sewingy machine
bought of you, can recommend the machine.  As to work, it does equal to any
high-priced, ard is neatly finished, runs light, and we can recommend e mi
chine to all those in need of a good machine. You can save $20 to $25 by one of
hese machines, and you will be well pleased with your bargain. Yours truly
Howe, Tex., Box il A. G. MARVEL

WELL PLEASED WITH IT.
Roaxore, TEX., May I1, 1891

urs respectiully, Mgs. M. E. REYNOLDS.

recitation of the certificate that Gibopey
was a single man and resided in Texas on
March 2, 1880, is conclusive of both facts.
4. While there Is some conflict in the evi-
dence us to the identity of Giboney. the evi-
dence is reasonably conelusive that John
Gibney. to whom the cerificate was
granted, and John Giboney, deceased hus-
band of appellee, is one and the same per
son.  Affirmed. Marr, J.

George R. Allen, puardiun, vs. Louisa
YVon Rosenbergetal. ; fron Bastrop, 1. The
futher of Louisa Von Rosenherg, appellen
herein, died. leaving a will in which was
devised to the Iatter the land in contro-
versy, The father (Rhode) left his com-
munity estate to his wife, she being con-
stituted independent executor with power
to settle all claims, ete., aguinst the estate
without the intervention of acourt. The
wife of Rhode was appointed guardizn of
appelles, Louisa. Aninventoryof property
was returned, embracing the land in con-
troversy. While the guardianship was still

nding certain crediters of Rhode came
into the district court and ask a divestiture
from said Louisa of the title to said land 1o
satisfy certain debts against, Rhode's estate,
Louisa. the wife of Rhode, and her hus-
bund (she having remarried) were mada
parties. On hearing the court divestad ap-
pellee, Louisa, of her titic w the land, and
appointing a trustes directed him to sell the
land to satisfy debts against the Rhode es-
tite. Appellants claim through parties
who purchased at the sale by the trustee.
Appelice, joined by her husband. claims
through dévise by her father. Rhode. She
Instituted this suit and recovered judgment
for the land. Held: The superior title is
in appelies. The procseding in the district
court sattempting to  divest appellea
of her titlha was a npullity. The
property being under the control of the
probate court could not be reached by such
a proceeding in the distriet court. The pro-
veeding in the district court was a usurpa-
tion of the powers and lurisdiction of the
probate court. The devise to appellee itis
true was subject 1o the debts of her
father. Her title could have been diverted
from her by a sale by the executrix of her
father's will or by a proper proceeding
charging it with the pavinent of the debt.
Such procecdings were not taken and ap-
pellee’s  iitle remains upimpsired. No
error. Afirmed. Hobby, P. J,
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AkFED Vinkkiyy ouperinenaent.,

AVGUST VinLEIN, secrewry.

¢lIENRY UINLEIN, Presigent.
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BOTTLED-BEER BRANDS,
PILSENER,
EXTRA-PALE,
EXTRA-STOUT,

“SCHLITZPORTER.”

ERLANGER, .
) ‘MILWAUKEE-

ANNUAL CAPACITY: OME MILLION BARRELS OF BEER.
Schiitz Boer is sald the Worid over and has @ workd-wide reputation for being the best; it is wareanted to be pure, wholesome

and palatable, and brewed from the choicest Hops and Barley-Malt.

AFPLY TO CASFY & SWASHEY. FORT V7ORTH TWmXAc




